
To:  City of Fitchburg Plan Commission 
From:  Shawn Kerns, 2182 C.T.H. “MM” Oregon, WI 53575 
Re:  Proposed Certified Survey Map at 2182 C.T.H. “MM” 
 

We are hereby requesting to be placed on the agenda for the June 18th 2018 Plan 
Commission Meeting regarding our proposed 2 lot land division in Section 24, 
T6N, R9E, City of Fitchburg. 
 

The current zoning designation for this parcel (Dane Co. Parcel #225/0609-244-
9690-4) requires a 10 foot minimum side yard setback.  
 

During my Surveyor's research into dividing our parcel, he discovered a Plat of 
Survey of our parcel by another surveyor completed in 2015. This map shows the 
Southerly existing building on our parcel to be approximately 7.5 feet from the 
Southerly property line, which also happens to be the Southerly line of Section 24.  
The 2015 Plat of Survey shows older iron stakes (dating to the 50's and 60's) 
defining the south line of our parcel (as well as the parcels to the east within 
Section 24). The stakes appear to have been set on a different alignment (though 
thought to be correct and accepted locally at the time) than the currently 
accepted south line of the section. It also appears from the 2015 Plat of Survey 
that the building in question was originally intended to be positioned 10 feet from 
the southerly lot line (based upon its location relative to the older stakes).  
 

During the mid 1970's a local remonumentation project of the entire township 
appears to have changed (corrected?) the physical location of the SE corner of 
Section 24 in such a way that the Section corner location (and the east end of the 
section line) has been repositioned to the north by approx. 5.5 feet. This new, and 
currently accepted location of the section line creates a situation whereby the 
southerly building is now less than 10 feet from the southerly line of our parcel, 
and therefore non-conforming, and thus blocking our family’s ability to divide the 
whole parcel. 
 

These circumstances, which were unforeseeable, have now hindered our ability to 
divide the land. We feel that we acted in good faith by positioning the building in 
what we believed to be a conforming location when it was originally constructed 
approximately 12 years ago. We also feel that dividing our parcel, even with the 
existing non-conforming structure, would not change or impact the area 
negatively, since we would only be addressing something that already exists in a 
non-conforming location, and not requesting to build any new structures within 
the setback areas. 






